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Responsive to the Office Action mailed June 19, 2001, please consider tR^ 
following remarks: 
01/28/2002 DTESSEH1 00000302 140116 03797553 
01 FC:117 920.00 CH 

REMARKS 

Claims 17-24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as unpatentable over Corwin 
in view of Haertling or vice versa. 



(1) The Examiner argues that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that the prestress layer could be attached to either the concave 
or convex side of the piezoelectric element. More specifically, the Examiner asserts 



